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An Analysis of Crisis Management Strategy and Relative Damage in South Korea
in Response to North Korea’s Direct Military Provocation

Ho Jung Kim*

Graduate School of Business Administration and Nation Defense Strategy, Hannam University, 70 Hannam-ro, Daedeok-gu, Daejeon, Korea

Abstract

This study analyzed how the South Korean government applied a crisis management strategy to handle
the direct military provocation of North Korea. It also compared the relative damage caused by the military
crisis management strategies. It is found that, during North Korea’s military provocations, the South Korean
government applied an offensive or defensive crisis management strategy in both military and non-military
fields to prevent the crisis from spreading further. In addition, the South Korean government had fewer
damages than North Korea when it used military offensive and defensive crisis management strategies.
Therefore, in order to prevent the provocation from developing into an extreme crisis like war, it is necessary
for the South Korean government to pursue a crisis management strategy by applying various methods
in military, politics, diplomacy, economy and other non-military fields.
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3 Source: Cho(2006: 27).
Figure 1. The generation process of crisis
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Table 1. Crisis management strategy and relative damage scale about North Korean

military provocation

Non—Military
Military
Category Blame apd Appeal Exchange Sanctions
Requirement Interruption
O
Meth X X
ethod (Onsite response) O
Daechun Crisis The Strategy of Limited Escalation Coupled (D)
Battle g Management | The Strategy of Drawing a Line (D) The Strategy of the Limited, Reversible Probe (O)
Strategy | The Accomplished Fact Strategy (O)
Relative - Korea: * B
Damage Scale | * North Korea: ***
Method “ ® ® ®
eLho (Onsite Non response: Uncertain cause)
Crisis . . ;
Attacked Management The Strategy of Buying Time (D) The Strategy of Blackmail (O)
Cheonan Ship Stragtegy The Strategy of Coercive Diplomacy (D) The Strategy of Controlled Pressure (O)
Relative - Korea: *** B
Damage Scale | * North Korea: —
Method ) © O O O
(Onsite response)
Ygﬁi‘;ﬁiﬁg Mag;zzent Tit—for—Tat Strategy (D) The Strategy of Blackmail (O)
Th f ive Dipl D Th f lled P
Island Strategy e Strategy of Coercive Diplomacy (D) e Strategy of Controlled Pressure (O)
Relative - Korea: *%% a
Damage Scale | * North Korea: ***

* Offensive Crisis Management Strategies: (0), Defensive Crisis Management Strategies: (D)

* Dead/Sank: *** Wounded/Destroyed: ** Slight Damage: *
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